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him? For revenge? The events which were later to justify
his hatred did not begin until the following year. One
fails to see what Talleyrand would have wanted vengeance
for, in 1808, at the risk of losing all.
No, the "betrayal" at Erfurt was inexplicable. The
Talleyrand that tradition has handed down to us would
have "betrayed" Napoleon when the odds were all in his
own favor; he would never have "betrayed" him, as the
real Talleyrand did, when the odds were all against him
and when there was no profit motive. What kind of man
was he, then? His life seemed fated, by some mysterious
predestination, to be a permanent revolt against all the
powers of the world, including those he served, which
were, until 1814, revolutionary powers, that is, very dan-
gerous ones, as all powers are which suffer from a perse-
cution complex. But of all these revolts only one, the first,
against the Church, resulted in a complete break. The
others never resulted either in a complete break or a sub-
stantial modification of the policy which provoked them.
Only the revolt at Erfurt seemed to have brought results.
What was the meaning of these continuous revolts, which
were useless to mankind and dangerous only to him? One
must not look on the surface for the key to these enigmas,
but in the depths of history, in the struggle between two
eternal forces over the direction of world affairs: the spirit
of adventure (or of enterprise, as Talleyrand called it),
and the constructive mind. In the preceding volume we
have studied the spirit of adventure; now we must analyze
the constructive mind.